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SPECAT EXCLUSIVE FOR SECDEF 

E.O. 11652XGDSI 
TAGS: FARM 

SUBJ: COMMENTS ON OCTOBER 26 MEETING (SALT TWO-324) 

1 . AT TODAY'S MEETING SEMENOV DEFENDED ARTICLE V OF USSR DRAFT 
PROPOSAL AND ANSWERED OUR QUESTION ON STRATEGIC BOMBERS BY 
STATING THAT IT INCLUDED B-52'S ON US SIDE AND MYASISHCHEVS 
AND TU-95'S ON SOVIET SIDE. (SHCHUKIN INDICATED IN PRIVATE 
CONVERSATION WITH NITZE THAT CORRESPONDENCE OE THEIR TERM 
"STRATEGIC BOMBER" WITH U.S. TERM "HEAVY BOMBERS" WAS LINKED 
TO THEIR PROPOSAL FOR WITHDRAWAL OF FBS AIRCRAFT.) THROUGHOUT 
HIS PRESENTATION SEMENOV CAREFULLY LINKED LIMITATIONS ON 
NUMBERS OE BOMBERS TO BOMBER ARMAMENTS, NOTING THEIR PROPOSAL 
FOR NO AIR-TO-SURFACE MISSILES WITH NUCLEAR WEAPONS ON BOMBERS. 
BELETSKY ANSWERED QUESTION ON MEANING OF "IN RESERVE" BY 
STATING THAT "IN RESERVE" IS DISTINGUISHED FROM "MOTHBALLED" 

BY THE SHORTER TIME THAT IT WOULD TAKE TO PLACE "IN RESERVE" 
PLANES IN OPERATION. IN RESPONSE TO ROWNY'S QUESTION, HE 
WOULD NOT FURTHER DEFINE TIME ELEMENTS THAT THEY HAD IN 
MIND. WHEN NITZE ASKED QUESTION AS TO WHETHER THEIR DEEINITION 
WOULD ALSO APPLY TO SOVIET HEAVY BOMBER TYPES CONFIGURED AS 
TANKERS AND RECONNAISSANCE AIRCRAFT, SEMENOV QUICKLY JUMPED 
IN TO STOP BELETSKY FROM ANSWERING AND MADE STATEMENT THAT 
THIS HAD ALREADY BEEN DISCUSSED AT PREVIOUS SALT SESSIONS, 

BUT WE COULD "IN THE THE EUTURE GO DEEPER INTO THE SUBJECT TAKING 
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2. IN OUR FOLLOWING PRIVATE DISCUSSION SEMENOV FIRST 
INFER ENTT ALLY INQUIRED AS TO WHETHER I WAS GOING TO MAKE 
PROPOSAL FOR RECESS. WHEN I DID NOT RISE TO THE BAIT, HE 
DID NOT PURSUE SUBJECT. 

3. HE THEN MADE STATEMENT FROM WRITTEN NOTES PROFESSING 
PUZZLEMENT AS TO OUR NEGATIVE REACTION TO SOVIET DRAFT 
AND OUR CHARACTERIZATION OF IT AS ONE-SIDED, AS WELL AS 
EXPRESSING CONCERN THAT NEGOTIATIONS APPEARED TO BE AT 
STANDSTILL. IN RESPONSE, I SAID THAT HE SHOULD NOT BE 
SURPRISED AS THEIR DRAFT CARRIED OVER NOT ONLY THE INTERIM 
AGREEMENT INEQUALITIES OF ICBM AND SLBM NUMBERS, ICBM THROW- 
WEIGHT INEQUALITIES, AS WELL AS MIRVING OF SOVIET MISSILES, 

AND IN ADDITION WITHDRAWAL OF WHAT THE SOVIETS CALL U.S. 

FBS SYSTEMS. THEY WERE ALSO ASKING FOR BANNING THE ONGOING 
U.S. PROJECTS FOR TRIDENT AND FOLLOW-ON HEAVY BOMBER, WITHOUT 
SAYING ANYTHING ABOUT THE ONGOING MAJOR SOVIET ICBM 
MISSILE AND MIRV PROGRAMS. THE SOVIET PROPOSALS TOOK 
NO ACCOUNT WHATEVER OF THE PROPOSALS THAT WE HAD MADE 
IN MAY, AND THUS IT WAS UNDERSTANDABLE THAT WE VIEWED THEM 
AS NEGATIVE AND UNILATERAL. I SAID AS FAR AS THE U.S. 

POSITION WAS CONCERNED, IT REMAINED AS WE HAD SET FORTH 
IN MAY. 

4. IN RESPONSE TO HIS REPLY THAT "WE CANNOT STAND STILL 
BUT MUST MOVE ON," AND THAT WE SHOULD GET AHEAD ON 
NEGOTIATIONS, I POINTED OUT THAT IT HAD TAKEN THEM FIVE 
MONTHS TO REPLY TO OUR MAY PROPOSALS AND THAT, CONSIDERING 
THE ONE-SIDED NATURE OF THE SOVEIT PROPOSAL AND ITS FAILURE 
TO TAKE ANY ACCOUNT OF OUR MAY PORPOSALS, WE WERE PUZZLED 
AS TO HOW WE COULD PROCEED AND THAT IT IS UNDERSTANDABLE 
THAT THE U.S. SIDE NEEDS A LITTLE TIME TO DECIDE WHERE WE 
CAN GO IN THE FUTURE. SEMENOV REPLIED BY STATING THAT HE 
WOULD TRY IN HIS FUTURE STATEMENTS TO DEAL WITH SOME OF 
THE CONCERNS THAT I HAD EXPRESSED .JOHNSON 
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